
STOP 



Early Journal Content on JSTOR, Free to Anyone in the World 

This article is one of nearly 500,000 scholarly works digitized and made freely available to everyone in 
the world by JSTOR. 

Known as the Early Journal Content, this set of works include research articles, news, letters, and other 
writings published in more than 200 of the oldest leading academic journals. The works date from the 
mid-seventeenth to the early twentieth centuries. 

We encourage people to read and share the Early Journal Content openly and to tell others that this 
resource exists. People may post this content online or redistribute in any way for non-commercial 
purposes. 

Read more about Early Journal Content at http://about.jstor.org/participate-jstor/individuals/early- 
journal-content . 



JSTOR is a digital library of academic journals, books, and primary source objects. JSTOR helps people 
discover, use, and build upon a wide range of content through a powerful research and teaching 
platform, and preserves this content for future generations. JSTOR is part of ITHAKA, a not-for-profit 
organization that also includes Ithaka S+R and Portico. For more information about JSTOR, please 
contact support@jstor.org. 



144 THE AMERICAN POLITICAL SCIENCE REVIEW 

Tawney enables us to test his results, and shows us what the lesser folk 
lost in the transformation of England from a land of small cultivators 
into a country of capitalists. 

A. L. C. 

Notes on the Science of Government and the Relations of the States 
to the United States. By Raleigh C. Minor. (University of 
Virginia: Anderson Brothers, 1913. Pp. 192.) 

The above work falls into two parts, in the first of which are con- 
sidered "(1) the origin and nature of government; (2) the limitations 
upon the powers of government; (3) the several forms of government." 
In the second part the states' rights theory of the Union is stated in its 
various forms, in juxtaposition to the nationalist theory. The writer's 
bias is decidedly on the side of the former theory, which he rests upon 
the following propositions : sec. 162, " (1) that sovereignty rested with 
the States alone prior to the adoption of the Constitution; (2) that this 
sovereignty was vested, not in the state governments, nor yet in the 
people of each State in their sovereign capacity, as directly expressing 
the supreme will of the State; (3) that when the popular conventions in 
the several States ratified the Constitution of the United States the people 
were then acting in their highest sovereign capacity; .... (5) 
that in ratifying the Constitution the States did not delegate their ulti- 
mate sovereignty to the United States, but only certain powers," etc. 
The reviewer believes that in 1787 the terms "people of the States" and 
"people of the United States" were of indifferent significance, legally 
and politically, and that the antithesis between them was of later date. 
(See debates in the 1st Congress, on Amendments.) He also believes 
that the great bulk of evidence goes to show that when the term " sover- 
eign" was applied to the States in 1787, it was the state governments 
that were referred to. It is true that Madison in Federalist 39 charac- 
terizes the people of the State as sovereign, but he also says in the same 
place that the Constitution is to rest "on the ratification of the people of 
America given .... not as individuals composing one entire 
nation but as composing the distinct and independent States," etc. In 
other words, the national government was the result from the creative 
act of individuals, exercising their primitive right of consent, just as the 
state governments had already arisen from a previous similar act. (See 
Madison to Webster, March 15, 1833.) Furthermore in Federalist 39, 
one reads the following: "In controversies relating to the boundary be- 
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tween the two jurisdictions, the tribunal which is ultimately to decide, 

is to be established under the general government Some 

such tribunal is clearly essential to prevent an appeal to the sword and a 
dissolution of the compact." No doubt "the people" retained the right 
of revolution, but it is not clear how State lines could enhance that right; 
and as Professor Minor himself apparently admits, it is not a peaceable 
right. 

E. S. Cobwin. 



